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Abstract 
This study aims to underline some aspects regarding the termination of supervision period in the case of the drugs dependent 
offenders. Out of the total number of persons under judicial supervision during 2008-2011, a sample of drugs dependent cases 
was followed and analyzed with the aim to evaluate the impact of  decisions  imposing a treatment for addiction in the case of 
these subjects. Results demonstrate that this kind of judicial decisions may support the drugs dependent offender  to 
successfully finalize the supervision period  due time and facilitate his or hers social reintegration. 
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1. Introduction 
At the beginning of the years 2000, the consumption of drugs especially among young Romanian people has 
become part of the agenda of the specialized institutions, mass media and public opinion. After 1989, Romania 
was primarily considered as being more a country of drugs transit and less a country of consumption. The rapid 
spread of the phenomenon of drugs consumption prompted to a new and severe legislation in Romania, hoping 
that drastic punishments were going to discourage not only the drugs dependents but also the drugs dealers. 
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During the year of 2000, the Law 143/2000 has been adopted, stipulating that the drugs dealers might be 
punished with up to 20 years of prison, while for the drug consumers the conviction goes up to five years of 
imprisonment. In spite of the harassment of the law, the new regulation has not produced the expected outcome. 
Hence, only two years later, it was reported an increment with 100% of the number of drugs offenders. It is 
obvious that this situation was not only the experience of Romania. For example, in 1980 during the drugs’ war 
in America, the only result of the severe legislation was the increasing of the number of incarcerations without 
producing any reducing of consumption, nor less drugs trafficking. Most of the time, those who are imprisoned 
are not the important drugs dealers or the higher ups in the organized crime, but the ordinary drugs offenders who 
are selling or buying drugs for their own consumption and material gain. Therefore, considering the inefficiency 
of the repressiveness of the law, it appear that a new vision on the treatment is necessary, as the dependence 
becomes a health problem. The priority should not have to be the punishment of the drugs consumers (although 
this possibility is not excluded) but their participation in a treatment program, be it medical or psychological, in 
the hope of obtaining and maintaining their abstinence, and as well the reduction of the risks that they might 
present for the community. 
Starting with 2002, the Romanian legislation adopted new norms in order to allow drugs consumer’s offenders 
to be included in such programs. In 2003, The National Anti Drugs Agency was set up with the mission to draw 
up new norms and legislation in the field, to develop and to promote the reduction of both drugs demand and 
supply. A National Report (A.N.A., 2012) analyzing the drugs situation in 2011 reveals some important 
tendencies concerning the penal treatment of drugs offenders. Although the total number of the persons convicted 
to prison went up, starting with the year 2006 we a trend towards a balance between the penalties in prison and 
those under surveillance at the probation services or in community service can be noticed. Starting with 2007, it 
became obvious that judges started to pronounce more sentences where penalty is executed under supervision in 
the case when the offenders were also drugs users. Hence, the courts decided adding obligations such as seeking 
treatment for drugs addiction instead of prison punishments, with the obligation of not committing another crime 
during the probation period. Under these circumstances, the role of the Probation Services founded in 2001 
became highly important for the social integration of each offender who executes a punishment under 
surveillance and have to comply to specific obligations established by the courts. Hence, this study highlights 
some aspects on how the judicial decisions in seeking medical and psychological treatment might help the drug 
offenders to finalize the surveillance period and to socially reintegrate, and most importantly to assist them in 
giving up their addiction. It stands as well as a preliminary approach of a more systematic evaluation of the 
efficiency of judge' decisions in the specific case of drug crimes. 
2. Methodological approach 
The study presented in this paper is guided by two main objectives:  
1. To establish the number and profile of the drugs consumers held under surveillance at the Probation 
Service, Bucharest Court (B.P.S.) during 2008-2011. Hence, it is important to establish features like: their 
occupational status, the demographics, their consumption frequency, the type of offenses associated with drugs 
consumption, the prominence of drug offenses out the total offenses under B.P.S. jurisdiction. The data for this 
analysis was extracted out of the specialized data bases of the Romanian Ministry of Justice. 
2. To identify and analyze the various ways for finalizing the  the  surveillance period. 
The analysis of B.P.S. data was prompted by several presumptions:  
1. There is a constant increase in the number of drug users, although insignificant, a diversity of the 
consumed substances, and a modification in the dynamic of the connection between the committed offense and 
the drug consumption. 
2. There is a significant number of unemployed persons under surveillance by the B.P.S.;  
704   Doina Ştefana Săucan et al. /  Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences  78 ( 2013 )  702 – 707 
3. There is an interdependent relation between the number of persons who had an adding obligation to the 
sentence concerning their drug consumption and the finalizing of the probation period. 
The analysis of B.P.S. data was based upon the following criteria: the total number of supervised persons in 
B.P.S. evidence, regardless the type of offense committed; the number of persons convicted for crimes committed 
under the Law 143/2000 or as a result of drug consumption (thefts, robberies, crimes against other persons etc.); 
demographics: age, gender; occupational status; delinquency history; frequency of drug consumption 
(systematically, occasionally, and abstinent); type of drug used (heroin, cocaine, marijuana, cannabis, new 
substances having psychoactive properties); type of offense for which the person was convicted according to one 
of the three categories mentioned above: crime as an object, crime as a need or crime as a facilitator; obligations 
imposed by the court, especially in order to become drug free as a result of engagement within a psychosocial 
program during the the surveillance period. 
The sample analyzed included persons convicted with the suspension of the punishment under supervision for 
offenses committed under the Law 143/2000 or committed as a result of drug consumption. Information extracted 
out of the data basis of B.P.S during the period 2008-2011. indicates the total numbers of offenders for the four 
consecutive years (table 1 and table 2): 2008 – 291, 2009 – 446, 2010 – 592, and 2011 – 683 convicted offenders. 
The evolution of the person following a treatment for their addiction was monitored during their whole 
surveillance period. A qualitative analysis of the surveillance files was also performed and corroborated with 
other B.P.S data. Thus, it is possible to follow the way in which the offender' treatment needs were approached in 
relation with the drug addiction, as well as the methods of intervention together with the modalities in which they 
were finalized. 
3. Results and discussion 
As noticed in the data presented in the Annexes, data extracted out of the B.P.S. data basis shows a constant 
increase of the persons convicted under supervision during 2008-2011. Hence, in 2008 there were 1187 convicted 
offenders (of which 291 drug users – 24,5%), in 2009 the total number went up to 1403 (of which 446 drug users 
– 31,78%), while in 2010 there were 1637 convictions (out of them, 582 were drug users – 35,55%), and in 2011 
out of the total number of 1806 convictions, there were 683 (37,81%) drug users.  
Analyzing the above data shows the existence of an ascending trend in both the total number of convictions 
under supervision by the B.P.S., and in the number of drug users. One explanation  points towards judges’ trust 
on the probation system over the prison system, and its efficiency in approaching the needs of offenders held 
under supervision during their probation period (Oancea, 2012). We can add that the judges are very well aware 
of the importance of the probation services in the psychosocial rehabilitation of the offenders and from year to 
year their sentences tend to be are less oppressive (under supervision, the suspension of the punishment 
execution).  
3.1. Age, gender and occupational status 
Regarding the age of the offenders, the results shows a certain constancy: in 2008, out of the total number of 
offenders, 254 (87. 3%) were adults, and 37 (12. 7%) minors (under 18 years old);  in 2010, there were  487 
(88.9%) adults, and 49 (11.1%) minors; etc. In terms of gender in 2008, the majority of recorded offenders were 
male 233 (92.7%), and 21 (7.2%) female; in 2010, there were recorded 438 male (88.8%) and 49 (11.1%) female 
offenders; etc. We have identified three correlations between the committed offense and the drug consumption. 
The first concerns the consumption as an object of the offense, the second refers to the offense committed in 
order to obtain money for drugs - the crime as a need - (theft, robbery etc.); and finally the third in which the drug 
consumption is a facilitating factor for the crime committed (bodily harm or other kind of violence, driving 
without license etc.). Concerning the ratio between other offenses and drug usage (see table 1), in 2008, 67 (23%)  
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of the offenders were convicted for actions in which drugs represented the object of their crime, compared to 
2010 in which the number went up to 205 (42%). We presume that the increase of this number of offenders is 
caused by the judges’ decision to give no custodial sentences for the offenses generically named “with a high 
risk” (A.N.A, 2012). Regarding the occupational status, in 2008 out of the total number of 291 drug users, 159 
(54. 6%) were not employed: 24.3% did not have a job and 30.2 % were illegal workers. In 2010,  there was an 
increasing of the number of persons who were not employed or worked illegally: from 487 persons who were 
drug users, 336 (68.9 %) were not legally employed. Out of this number, 156 (32 %) had no jobs and 180 
(36.9%) were illegal workers.  
3.2. Criminal history and preferred type of drugs  
In the case of the offenses taking the drug as a need (in order to maintain the addiction, for instance, theft, 
robbery etc.), during the year 2008, there were 164 (56.3%) offenders held under supervision by B.P.S.; in 2010, 
the absolute number of the offenders went up to 258 (yet, its percent out of the total number of offenses decreased 
to 52.9%). Instead, the number of the offenses committed and facilitated by the drug consumption (the drug as a 
facilitator, for instance attacks and various forms of violence) went down in 2010 to 24 (4.9%) persons, 
comparing with 60 (18.5%) in 2008.  These tendencies can be explained by the new practice of imposing fines to 
the drug users that was adopted by the prosecution in the case of some offenses with lesser social risk (A.N.A., 
2012).    
Regarding the criminal history of the offender held under supervision, in 2008 there were 54 (18, 5%) users 
previously convicted, in 2010 their number went down to 26 (5, 3%). This reduction is explained by the fact that 
in order to be eligible for a supervised suspended sentence, the offender could not have been a recidivist. In 2008 
judges imposed on 50 (17.1%) persons a medical and psychological treatment for their addiction and in 2010 the 
number went up to 84 (17. 2 %). Nevertheless, as we will see from the study, these numbers are low and could be 
explained by the lack of the data referring to the history of offenders’ drug consumption.  Taking into 
consideration the frequency (intensity and duration) of drug consumption, in 2008 from the total of 291 addicted, 
there were: 131 (45%) systemic consumers, 141 (48.4%) occasional users, and 19 (6.5%) drugs-free. Similar 
numbers were found in the year 2010 when out of the total of 487 dependents, 258 (52. 9%) were full time 
consumers, 219 (44.9%) occasional, and 10 (2.5%) drug free. It is to note that such estimations are offered by the 
probation counselors as a result of the evaluation upon entering the system and during the supervision process. 
The available data shows that in the case of the drug addicted, during  2008-2010 the percentages of the drugs 
of choice were almost the same. In 2008, out of the 291 drug users, 156 (53. 6%) were heroine users, 77 (22.4%) 
were alcohol users, 24 (8.2%) were users of both substances, and 34 (11.6%) were consumers of other substances 
(cocaine, marijuana etc.). In the year 2010, a certain variation among the heroine users was noticed, reaching to 
41.4% out of the total of 487 consumers. A possible explanation for this phenomenon occurred during 2009-2010 
takes into consideration a change period from the high risk drugs (heroine) to “legal drugs” as new psychoactive 
substance. Its occurrence is primarily motivated by the need to minimize the conflict with the penal law, and also 
by  the  easiness  of  procuring  the  so  called  “legal  drugs”.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  an  increase  of  number  of  
multiple consumers, reaching 109 (22.3%) in 2010. These are usually consumers of herbal substances mixed with 
cocaine or heroin. The number of alcohol dependents is nearly similar to that in 2008, 105 persons (21.5%).  
3.3. The end of the supervision period 
As can be noticed in table 2 „The dynamics of the ending period of the surveillance”, during the year 2009 out 
of the 72 convicted offenders: 35 (49%) were successful in the ending of supervision period; in 10 cases 
suspension of penalty was revoked as a result of a new offense committed during their probation period; for other 
12 (16.6 %) cases the suspension was revoked as a result of violation of the provisions imposed by the Court. In 
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14 (19.4 %) cases the Court decided the suspension of the surveillance as a result of another offense committed 
before final sentencing.  Comparing these numbers with those concerning the offenders’ occupational status, we 
noticed that the majority of the offenders who finalized their supervision period in a legally different way 
(revocation, annulment, invalidation), 59 (81.9 %) were not employed. From studying their profile, we have 
noticed that 64 (88.8 %) persons were alcohol and heroin users, 45(62.5%) being convicted for offenses regarding 
drug procurement (crime as a need,), 48 (66.6 %) were drug addicted (they used drugs systematically). 
The surveillance files of 72 drug users mentioned above, shows that those persons for whom the Court 
imposed an obligatory treatment for detoxification, only 13 (18 %) had finalize their probation period in due time. 
Nearly  similar  situations  can  be  noticed  in  2011  (see  table  2):  132  persons  out  of  the  total  of  683  addicted  
offenders registered during the year have successfully finalized the probation period. Thus we noticed the 
importance of judges’ decisions relating to treatment in becoming drug free. Studying the sentences of 
surveillance we have noticed that often the judges did not have the proper information concerning the history of 
the offenders. This could have been a cause of the lack of obligation in the Courts’ decisions. As a solution for 
these cases would be that the Courts requires more often evaluation reports from B.P.S. when there is a suspicion 
concerning the history of the drug user offenders. 
4. Conclusions 
There is a constant but not a significant increase in the number of drug users and in the number and type of 
consumed substances. We emphasize several changes in the dynamics of the relation between the crimes for 
which the offenders are convicted and the drug consumption. The number of the offenders without jobs or of 
those  working  illegally  has  a  significant  weight  in  the  total  of  the  drug  addicted  persons  under  the  B.P.S.’s  
supervision. There is interdependency between the number of the offenders for whom the Court have imposed the 
obligatory treatment and their period of supervision which was finalized in time. Our study tries to prove the 
efficiency of judges’ decision concerning the obligatory medical and/or psychological treatment in order to end 
their drug addiction. Thus this study offers additional comparative data and more analysis of the implication of 
these judges’ decisions. These results may improve both the collaboration between Court and B.P.S. mostly in 
the case of drug offenders and the Probation Services’ style of work. 
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